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Be: Proposed Regulaticn Regazding Avrylamides
lear and Peasorable Waznlrigs [(Safe BEarbor Warning)

Lear Ms., Oshita:

Ihis offive represents tne Council tor Eoucation and
Fesearch on Toxics (CER ~, BS you are aware, has commenced
& Pprivete enforcemenl sctior under Proposition 65 gainst

I
A

McRonald’ s and DBurger King for viclating the proposition dug to che

gcrylamide content of

The purpuse of this letter is ko intorm CEHHA that CERY
cpposss generit soint-¢f-sale warnings for acrylamide as being
contrary Le Lhe ¢lear anc reasonabls warning requirement of
Propositicon &5 and contrar wund pubnlic policy. Allowing fasc
food nullets to post a sidgn ing that vnspecified fouvd products
ernlel b che gstabl ishmens & z chemiczl known to Lhe Slalke o
causs cances would fail te intory censumsrs that it is the Lrench
or a chlcken sandwich, Lhat
aazard, Consumers would have

avolid

8]

frizs, a8 opposed te the hamburgcr
contaln aceylamide and pose a cancer
ne way of knowing thsc if chéey wish ¢ ingesting cargincgens,
they =zhould aveid sating Iranch fries cpoosed Lo obher food
products which do not centain aoorecizble levels of acrylamide.

Generic point-nf-sale warnings would therefore fall to accomplisn
Lhe purpose and intent ¢f Propesiticn €5 and would gnly zesult in
aonaumer confusion and frustration as soolsty becpomes saturated
with meaningless generic cancer hazard warnings.
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There 1s a4 generlc Proposlilicn 85 warning sign in my
affice building because some lawyer filed a Propusition suit
agdinsgl a bunch of commerciaZ landliords, Todnntt x¥rnow whether
Lhere is [rieble ashestos in my office or trace concentrations ot

# carainogen being exhausted from the roof of the bul lding into the
enviranment . Xeithey building management nor the landlord can tell
me what the parcinogen is or why the sign is5 an the puilding cther
than to aveid livigatisn. Since [ cannet cotermine where in the
brd leling the oarcinogens are locatea, what thelr concentraticons
Ara, and whether any of them are being roleascd in a manner which
could result in harmtal gxposures, the sign is totally neaningless
and merely results in dilution of Fropesition 65 warnings and
trivialization of Sho law; fac same sitvation applies Lo
derylamide in trench frics scld at fast food outlecs,

1t is CERIs position that Zropesillon 65 warnings
regarding aczylamice must be speciflic and must lnform Lhe consimer
af the particular food items which present a caneer hazard, ao that
cansumers may make informed choices aboul which fadt fToods they
should snun to avoid ingesting carclrnogens. CERT therafore urges
OEHEA to reject meaninglesse point-of-sale warhings for acrylamids
and reguire warnings for Lhose spec’fic precucts that actually
orecent a vances hazard, In ths case of frenck fries, the warnings
should either be required on the containers of tho french fries ox
on signs which specifically identify the trench fries as the food
ftem gontaining the carcinogen acrylamildo:
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